I. INTRODUCTION
In recent years, a number of studies have examined the relationship between migration and education [see, e.g., Folger and Yam (1967) , Schwartz (1971) and (1976) , and Shryock (1959) ]. These studies have basically stressed the impact of the educational attainment of migrants on their mobility. However, little has been done formally to examine the effect per se of differential educational policies of local governments on geographic migration patterns. 1
That local government policy toward, say, public education could potentially influence migration was, in a very real sense, suggested several years ago by Charles M. Tiebout (1956) . Specifically, Tiebout (1956, p. 418) argued that •..the consumer-voter may be viewed as picking that community which best satisfies his preference pattern for public goods...the consumer voter moves to that community whose local government best satisfies his set of *Financial Aid from the Earhart Foundation is gratefully acknowledged.
1For an exception, see Pack (1973) . Pack's analysis was a single-equation system estimated by ordinary least squares; moreover, a sample size of only 20 cities was used and her analysis was marred by numerous structural errors. See Cebula and Curran (1974).
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preferences.
More recently, in a somewhat different context, Gordon Tullock (1971, p. 917) has made a similar statement, namely, that "The individual deciding where to live will take into account the private effects upon him of the bundle of government services and taxes..." Accordingly, since public education is ordinarily the largest single budget item of local governmental units, it seems reasonable to conjecture that, if Tiebout and Tullock are correct in their hypotheses, differential local government commitments to public education may exercise a significant effect on household locational decisions, ceteris paribus.
By the same token, it would seem reasonable to argue that if public educational "quality" were important in the location decision, then the nature (quality) of public educational commitment should continue as well to be of concern, at least to some extent, after the move has been made. This continued concern in turn might then be reflected in household actions (the "vote," parent-teacher organizations, etc.) to further influence ("improve") the educational system in the household's new community of residence. Thus, not only is local government policy toward public education likely to be a possible influence on migration, but the public education policy itself may be influenced by migration. That is, with respect to local government policy toward (commitment to) public education on the one hand and migration patterns on the other, causality may run both ways.
Accordingly, the object of this paper is two-fold. First, it seeks empirically to ascertain the possible impact of differential local government policies toward (commitments to) public education on migration patterns. Second, it seeks to ascertain, simultaneously, the possible impact of migration patterns on local government policies toward public education. Section II analyses the problem by examining gross migration patterns to metropolitan areas over the 1965-1970 time period; Section III deals with net migration to metroi~olitan areas for the 1960-1970 period. Concluding remarks are found in Section IV of the paper.
II. A MODEL OF GROSS MIGRATION TO METROPOLITAN AREAS
To investigate the above two-pronged hypothesis empirically, we initially postulate the following model of gross in-migration to metropolitan areas: 
